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DETAILED ACTION 
Response 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-2, 4-5, 7-9, 15-19, 21-22, 24-26 and 32-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Emerson, III (US 2003/0043974) in view of Lautenschlager et al 
(6,970,543). 

Consider claims 1, 4, 18, 21, 36. Emerson teaches a method of obtaining and resolving 
caller ID in a communication system, comprising selecting, by a first user, a caller ID associated 
with an identity of the first user (page(s). 5, § 0039 through 0040); transmitting, upon selection, 
the caller ID to at least one contact from a list of contacts selected from the first user's contact 
database (page(s). 5, § 0039 through 0040); and associating the first user's selected caller ID in a 
second user's communication database with the first user (page(s). 6, § 0043-0044). 

Emerson does not suggest of transmitting, upon selection of the caller identification and 
before initiating communication with a second user (i.e., "deliver selected identification 
information from one user to another before communication has been established"). However, 
Lautenschlager teaches a method and device for call identification that enable the user to select 
the identification data and transmitting to the destination user before communication has been 
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established (i.e., in or upon call setup) between the users (abstract; col. 1 line 54 - col. 2 lines 8; 
col. 2 lines 23-52). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Lautenschlager into view of Emerson in 
order for providing called party with adequate information prior to take the call. 

Consider claims 2, 19. Page(s) 7, § 0050, page(s) 8, § 0065 of Emerson reads on the 
limitation browsing a plurality of predefined identifiers stored in the first user's database. 

Consider claims 4, 21 . Page(s) 5, § 0039 of Emerson reads on the limitation creating the 
first user's own identifier. 

Consider claims 5, 22. Page(s) 6, § 0043-0044 of Emerson read on the limitation storing 
the selected caller ID in a storage relating to the first user. 

Consider claims 7-9, 24-26. Page(s) 6, § 0043 of Emerson reads on the limitations 
detecting an event (i.e., receiving caller ID from a user), detecting the type of the identifier (i.e., 
electronic business card) and storing the EBC. 

Consider claims 15-17, and 32-34. Page(s) 5, § 0039 of Emerson reads on the first user's 
ID may be an image, a video or an animation. 

Consider claim 35. Emerson teaches a method of obtaining and resolving caller ID in a 
communication system, comprising selecting, by a first user, a caller ID associated with an 
identity of the first user (page(s). 5, § 0039 through 0040); transmitting, upon selection, the caller 
ID to at least one contact from a list of contacts selected from the first user's contact database 
(page(s). 5, § 0039 through 0040); and associating the first user's selected caller ID in a second 
user's communication database with the first user (page(s). 6, § 0043-0044). 
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Emerson does not suggest a mobile terminal and transmitting, upon selection of the caller 
identification and before initiating communication with a second user (i.e., "deliver selected 
identification information from one user to another before communication has been 
established"). However, Lautenschlager teaches a method and device for call identification that 
enable the user to select the identification data and transmitting to the destination user before 
communication has been established (i.e., in or upon call setup) between the users (abstract; col. 
1 line 54 - col. 2 lines 8; col. 2 lines 23-52; col. 4 lines 29-33). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Lautenschlager into view of Emerson in 
order for providing called party with adequate information prior to take the call. 
3. Claims 3 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Emerson, 
III (US 2003/0043974) in view of Lautenschlager et al (6,970,543) and further in view of Awada 
et al (6,873,861) 

Consider claims 3, 20. Emerson does not teach browsing and downloading identifiers 
from a remote storage facility or network. 

Awada teaches browsing and downloading identifiers from a remote storage facility or 
network (column(s) 4, line(s) 48 through column(s) 5, line(s) 7) for the purpose of storing and 
providing electronic business cards to another cellular telephone user (column(s) 1, line(s) 5-12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Awada into the teachings of Emerson for the 
purpose mentioned above. 
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4. Claims 6 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Emerson, 
III (US 2003/0043974) in view of Lautenschlager et al (6,970,543) and further in view of Morkel 
(US 2002/0052921). 

Consider claims 6, 23. Emerson does not teach transmitting the caller ID to the list of 
contacts. 

Morkel teaches transmitting the caller ID to the list of contacts (page(s) 1, f 0007; page(s) 
2, ^ 001 1; page(s) 3, f 0035) for the purpose of securely acquiring, handling and maintaining 
contact information (page(s) 1, J 0002, 0006). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Morkel into the teachings of Emerson for the 
purpose mentioned above. 

5. Claims 1 0 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Emerson, III (US 2003/0043974) in view of Lautenschlager et al (6,970,543) and further in view 
of Beaton et al (6,442,263). 

Consider claims 10, 27. Emerson does not teach overriding, upon the second user 
selecting an option, the first user's self-chosen ID information for the second user's choice of ID 
information for the first user. 

Beaton teaches overriding, upon the second user selecting an option, the first user's self- 
chosen ID information for the second user's choice of ID information for the first user (i.e., the 
user can EDIT the bizcard with new information; column(s) 7, line(s) 52-65) for the purpose of 
manipulating the CLID information to provide enhanced user interface (column(s) 3, line(s) 4-5). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Beaton into the teachings of Emerson for the 
purpose mentioned above. 

6. Claims 11-14 and 28-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Emerson, III (US 2003/0043974) in view of Lautenschlager et al (6,970,543) and further in view 
of Toyryla et al (US 2003/0083086). 

Consider claims 1 1 - 1 4, and 28-3 1 . Emerson does not teach that the ID is music, speech 
or ring tone. 

Toyryla teaches distributing electronic business cards, ringing tones and logos (page(s) 3, 
U 0042) for the purpose of managing group creation and membership definition between users 
using standard user-to-user communication facilities (page(s) 3, 1 0042). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Toyryla into the teachings of Emerson for the 
purpose mentioned above. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicants arguments filed 10/26/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding applicant argument that Lautenschlager is improperly applied to the rejected 
claims and that the claimed feature "upon selection of the caller identification and before 
initiate communication with a second user", mainly, the limitation before initiating 
communication with a second user is distinctly different than established communication . 
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Accordingly, the examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant arguments. This limitation was 

directly obtained from applicant previous amendment filed 5/1 7/2006. 

The passage recited, "The Specification provides support for these amendments. (See, 
e.g., Paragraph 1, lines 2-3 stating "[AJspects of the invention relate to a method that 
can be used to deliver selected identification information from one user to another 
user before communication has been established. "). " 

This clearly suggested that the amended limitation (i.e., before initiating communication 
with a second user) is equivalent to before the established communication between the users. 
Thus, the claimed limitation is properly applied by Lautenschlager reference in which the caller 
identification is transmitted to the destination party within the call setup message . It should be 
noted that the phase "within the call setup message " (see col. 1 lines 55-56) signify that the 
caller information is traveling to the destination device before any communication or established 
communication between the caller and the destination party. Therefore, Lautenschlager 
reference teaches the limitation as provided in record. 

Regarding applicant arguments that Emerson failed to disclosed or teach of "transmitting 
the caller identification to at least one contact from a list of contact selected from the first user 
contact database 5 '. Accordingly, the examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant arguments. 
Firstly, paragraph 34 lines 1-3 of Emerson disclosed of a stored profile data that arranged to be 
transmitted to the other party. Thus, the stored profile data must be stored in some kind of 
database for the first user. Therefore, Emerson meets the claimed feature of "the first user 
database". Secondly, paragraph 39 suggested that the user could arrange to have the profile 
information combined into a message for delivered to the other party. The "information 
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includes. . .phone number and other contacts numbers. . .". Thus, user can selects contact from 
the list to transmitted to the destination party. Therefore, Emerson clearly read on the limitation 



Applicant continues to present similar arguments with respect to the dependent claims. 
Therefore, examiner responses will be the same as those addressed above. 
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as claimed. 
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